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wrrau of Jitoratfgatt 

Sniieo states Srpariinpn i of SumUtv 

Springfield, Illinois 
September 6, 1943 


Director, FBI 


URGENT 


c 0 

Re: JOHN L. LBOS, RAY EDMIKDSCK, 

WALSER JrWAMES, Officials of 
th^uJnited nine Workers of America j 
CARL HrELSHOFF, Owner o^fcline n B", 
Spr ingfield. Illinois. ' 
ClVnTRIGHra' AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 


Dear Sir: 


Fbr the information of the Bureau, the following investigation 
is requested of the Indianapolis, Washington Field, San Francisco, 

Buffalo and Cleveland field divisions, in view of the fact that the enumer- 
ated officials of the National Labor Relations Board, who are reported 
to have participated in Mine ^B" controversy between 1937 and 1941, are 
believed to reside vrithin the area of the field divisions as set out below. 
For the information of all field divisions concerned this case must re- 
ceive the most expeditious attention. In view of the extreme emergency 
and expeditious nature of this investigation, and if this field division 
is to meet a deadline set by the Bureau, a report of the results of this 
investigation must be in the hands of the Springfield Division within 
seven days of the receipt of this letter. 


9t. 



For the information of all field divisions concerned the 
Department has requested a full and complete investigation into the 
charges that JOHN L. LEWIS, President of the International United 
Mine Workers of America Union, FUY ED^IDSdJ, President of District 12 
(Illinois), United Mine Workers of Aioerica, and aALTLR J. JAMES, 

Secretary Treasurer, District 12 (State of Illinois), and CARL H. 

ELSHCFF, owner of the>£tine "3" Coal Company, a coal mine in S pringfiel d. 
Illinois, conspired during' ~thg : ~ygarar " 1 9 37 - to 1941 in violation' of Section 
51, Title 10, U.S.C. to injure and oppress ELSHOFF's employees in the 
free exercise of the right secured to them by the National Labor Relations 
Act. According to the informa t io n furnished by the Department, it is 
alleged that the sum of paid from the years 1937 through 

1941 by officials of the UniteajSne Workers of America to CARL H. ELS HOFF 

2 cc Indianapolis (Enel.) S.D. P-OOPDED 
Washington Field (Ehcl. ) AMSD 
San Francisco (Enel.) A!SD Jo 0 
Buffalo (Enel.) AMSD 
Cleveland (-‘-ncl.) AMSD 
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^Progressive Mine Tforkers of America. If it can be proven that ELSHOFF 


with the intent to induce ELS HOFF to impose unfair labor practices upon 
his employees, who were at that time members of the rival triion, the 


and the officials of the United Mine Workers of America conspired to 
deprive members of the Progressive Mine Workers of America of their 
rights, as secured by Section 7 of the National Labor Relations Act, 
there can undoubtedly be established a violation of Section 51* Title 
18, U.S.C. 


The Department advises that the following individuals were of- 


ficials of the National Labor Relations Board who’ active^ participated 
in the Mine "3" controversy between 1937 and 1941. The Department has 
furnished the following names and the best addresses available; 


Attention Indianapolis: 


JAi.ES 



ILlRK, formerly 


National 


Labor Relations Board Field Examine 

ois. 


Labor Relations Board Field 
Examiner, Chicago, Illinois, 
now Director of the Field 
Division in Washington, D. C. 


Regional Director, T?ational Labor 
Relations Bpard, 13th Region. 

ITovr in Washington, D. „C. with 
the Office of Strategic Services. 

MARTINET' NER / formerly National 

Labor Relations Board Field — __ 

Examiner, 13th Region, Chicago, 
Illinois* Now National Labor 
Relations Board Regional Director, 
San Francisco. 


Labor Relations Board Field 
Examiner, Chicago, Illinois. Now 
Regional Director, Buffalo, New 
lork. 



Indiana. 


Attention Washington Field: 



I. Sr^ptiRFIitN, formerly Acting 


Attention Buffalo: 


MEYER sX^YDER. formerly National 
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Attention Cleveland: 



I Director, National Labor Relations 
Board, 13th Region Tow General 
Counsel, United Rubber Workers, 


Akron, Ohio. 


The Department requests that each of the individuals enumerated above 
be interviewed to determine whether or not they have information regard- 
ing the issues of this case beyond that which is reflected in the file- 
of the National Labor Relations Board. Many of these individuals con- 
ferred at length with ELS;}oFF, EDMIIJDSCH, JAMES and others involved in 
this case. 


photostats and exhibits. Because of the large volume, it is not 
possible to furnish in letter form all background infornetion concern- 
ing this case. From one interview already conducted, it is believed 
highly possible that these individuals may not recall a great deal of 
information other than that which was made a natter of record of the - 
National Labor Relations Board file at the tine and which file is in 
the possession of the Department. Howevtrr it is highly desirable to 
interview these individuals at length to determine what additional 
information they may have, what their attitude in the matter is, 
whether or not they will make good witnesses and for all details which 
they may recall. > 

For the information of the Indianapolis Field Division* JAMES C. 
CLARK was Field Examiner for the 13th Region, National Labor Relations 
Board, with headquarters at Chicago. During December 1940 and January 
1941 it is known tlvifc he had conversations with CaRL H. ELSHOFF, owner 
of /Mine "B", OSC/jfwvLCETTI, Superintendent of Mine "3”, RAY EDEWDSCK, 
I.F.jppiWSKL, attorney for the company, and JO!|J attorney for the 

Progressive Mine Workers of America. and it is also known that he inter- 
viewed a large number of employees of T^Tne “B n 7 which - at That tlnSwas 
operating as an open shop, \rho was also involved in a request of the 
Progressive Mine Vorkers of Aoerica for contempt proceedings in case 
No, XIII - C- 473, involving a stipulation dated August 10, 1936, signed 
by both unions and the company. It will be important to determine oVer 
what period of time CL.JIK was active in tbs Mine *B n matter. If he 
were connected with the raattor on May 12, 1937, whether or not the dis- 
missal or the refusal to dismiss the twelve miners expelled from the 







suit of which this office is in possession of extremely voluminous 
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Progressive nine workers of iunerica was ever taken up with him by CARL 
ELS HQFF to determine whether or not this might be aii unfair labor 
practice. It should be determined whether or not RAJ EDliENDSCII or 
WALTER J. Jft?ES ever showed lir. CLARK any petition or other form of 
group signatures such as application cards err membership cards. 

Prior to ELSIIO/F'S signing a contract with United lllne Workers of America 
on august 13, 1937, or subsequent thereto, and prior to December 15, 1937 


?+■ M ■"> 1 ^ t AV>d 1 T Q Vv\ v* 17 tv 7 rn + -i r\ m- 
^ u ijauvA ivv^u vxu' 1 


e v-i /4 o~l ^ r\r\ Wm b H 


For the information of the Washington Field Office, 1&-. 0. S. SlHTH 
was Field Examiner out of the 13th Region, Chicago Office, Rational Labor 
Relations Board. Mr. ‘LEONARD CyHLJORK, Regional Director, during part 
of the Mine "B" controversy, oh interview lias advised that SMITH was the 
Field Examiner most familiar with ?tine 4, 3*' matters. Since he is presently 
connected with the rational Labor Relations Board in IVashington there is 
no doubt but what he will have access to any files necessary in connection 

r - r -5 4 - L. 4 - Vs 4 e? vnci 4 - 4 ^ rs v> 'J10 eV\ r\TiT Wi >*t n /v iil Ci tr ■* 1 © 4 1 4 n c f/\ iff n o+/h m* />▼* 

WJ. Uii w . 1_L 1 -? liM bt b VW1 * 1 I s - vu- WL. £>s-a j. uj.v LAJ-v^A lav- w kj aojuwu ww j-aw wtivt 

not CjiRL ELSHOFF ever contacted him on .or about }£iy 12, 1937 for an 
opinion as to whether or not the dismissal of or the refusal to dismiss 
the twelve miners expelled from. the Progressive Mine 7/orKers of America 
on I!ay 11, 1937 was an unfair labor practice. He should also be questioned 
as to whether or not R. 1 .Y EJM1IDSCU, . 11 LTLR J. JA!£S or any other official 
of the United Mine workers of America ever showed to him a petition or a 
group of application cards or membership cards which would purport to 
prove that the United t£ine workers of America had a majority of the 

C — . a. /v J i » -i— . ^ ^ ' r -i T> rv tT Jfl rvwiS 4 A 4 Un+ ■»-. < /v*V I r- 4 r»n ^ n rt/\lo4 WC /%4" 

LILLI :ti D t JLtf JLi i 1 AL , it- *13 ^ UUAV>lt '<S Cl uwnui«uv 

with ELSHOFF on august 18, 1937, or aft^r that and prior to the Rational 
Labor Relations Board election on December 15, 1937. -.ny information 
indicating that ELSHOFF and EliU'JDS&T were -working together in connection 
with this matter or any occasion i/hen S ITH may have been contacted by 
both individuals would be important to this case. llr. SMITH should be 
questioned concerning thJrtlatioaal Labor Relatio is Board election of 
December 15, 1937 after which the United Mint *’orkers claimed fraud in 
connection idth the election. He should also be questioned as to whether 
or not any investigation was made by the National Labor Relations Board 
on the allegation of fraud in the election and what, if any, was the 
conclusion of the investigation. 

For the further information of the Washington Field Division, it is 
known Mr. DORFIilJ represented the National Labor Relations Board in a 
stipulation and agreement between Mine "3" Coal Company, Progressive 
Dine Workers of «merica and United $5ine workers of America, which was , 
signed on august 10, 1938* He also represented the National labor 
Relations Board in a decision and order of the Rational Labor Relations 
Board, whidh was dated _5ept ember 19, 1938. 


k" 
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This office is \jnable to advise the San Francisco apd Buffalo Offices 
of any of the activities of liJEPIN ..aGNER or iJUYER S. RYtER, who tbo 
Department states, were Field Examiners in connection with this case. 

For the information of the Cleveland Office, 0. L. FITTERS®! was 
Regional Director, 13th Region, National Labor Relations Board, follow- 
ing LEOI.JtD C. B..JORK during the approximate period of 1940-1941. He 
should be questioned concerning his knovrledgfe of the case, particularly 
as to whether or not RaY EDIJIWDS® and ELSHOFF ever appeared together at 
his office concerning the -Mine "B" controversy, and if such is the case, 
the exact nature of their call. 

For the assistance of all offices there isto^^M^»t^ 2 d herewith one 
copy of a memorandum prepared by Special Agent sets 

out in brief a chronological resume of the princi^T^^^ncTu^nts of interest 
in this investigation. Fbr your information the Bureau has instructed 
that only "experienced and well -qualified Agents" be assigned to this 
investigation. ' • 

In the event that any -of the men interviewed arc able to furnish 
any probative information, it should be reduced to signed statements. 

Five copies of this report should be furrdshed to the 3ureau and throe 
to this office. Springfield is the office of origin. 

I again wish to impress upon you the importance of tliis investiga- 
tion and the fact that it is imperative that these leads be covered 
immediately. In addition it is the Bureau's desire that you give this 
matter your personal attention. 



. <« 
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Director, FBI 


Springfield, Illinois 
. September 6, 1945 



Dear Sir* 


Re* JOHN L. LEWIS, etal, 

CIVIL RIGHTS AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 


o f a 1 k 9anf & 

W.U V i. WWU yiW W VU hi u^Lt i 

[who are in this office on speoial aerfigaSen^^^e^sist in 
Investigation of this matter, have been assigned to interviewing the 
twelve so-oalled spies of the U.M.W. in the P.M.lf. of A. Local at Mine 
B in Springfield, Illinois. They made oontaot with e&oh of the following 
persons and they agreed to appear at the Springfield Office for interview 
at the times specified* . 

Jame^Jale, 9*00 a.i%., September 4, 1945. 


nVHna^n VI .flfl s m 


R.rtl'AinKAF 




Andrg^Slcrelevious, ? iOO p.m. # September 4, 1945. 

Johj^Lnaniaa, 4i00 p.m., September 4, 1945. 

Anthony J>^Plotoh # IOjOO, September 6, 1945. 

Dominio^Pasqu&le, 2*00 p .uu, September 5 f 1943. 

Emer^Jacaway, 4*00 p.nie, September 5, 1943. 

Mr. Bale, Mr. Austin and Mr* Jacaway were the only persons who kept 
thoir appointments, although at the time of makiig eaoh appointment, all 
seemed cooperative and willing to come to the Springfield Office for inter- 
vierw^* Mr. Hale, Mr. AAstin and Mr. Jacaw&y were seemingly cooperative and 
executed signed statements. 

* * t 

Dominio Pasquale was oontactad telephonioally and appears to have 
forgotten his appointment. JLft . _ 

Anthony J* Plotoh was corxtaotedat his regidenc^ onthe morning of 
September 6, 1943, by Special Agents j advised that on 
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of theunited Mine Workers in' Springfield and were talking 
DOMINIC BAS QUALE was downstairs and may have oome up 
He said there were some other men there wfyc 
said EDMUNDSON oal led -^THU^ITZ GERALD, 


were efo the office 
to lUllTbDMUNDSON. 

EDMUNDSON f S office lat*r. 
had never seen before. He 
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attorney in Springfield, who oame to the United Mine Workers of floe end 
advised them that they should not make a statement to the FBI unless 
he, FITZGERALD, was present at the interview, beoause they might Incriminate 
themselves. Mr. PLOTCH stated that other persons were similarly advised 
but did not kncrsr specifically* Hr* PLOTCH was 00 operative and willing 
to make any statement his attorney might permit. 

In view of the above attitude of the alleged spies of the U.lf.W., 
these faots were telephonioally relayed t o Mr . MUMFQRD of the Bureau on 
September 6, 1943 and later discussed wi Bureau. It 
was pointed out that no interviews would be o coduo ted with these alleged 
spies in the presence of their attorney unless the Bureau was specifically 
instructe d to do so through the Department* However, it was pointed out 
to bothW#^Ss!|S^fcLnd Mr. MJMFORD that Agents of this offioe would oon- 
taot eaoh of the alleged spies personally to determine their attitude 
toward an interview and they would also be questioned speoifioally as to 
what ooourred in the offioe of RAY EDMUNDS ON on the morning of September 4 , 
1943. 


This letter will oonfirm the telephone conversation of 
and Mr. MUMFORD and the above investigative step will be taken 
eaoh alleged spy of the U.M.W, but again it is stated no detailed interview 
will be had with any of these persons unless they agree to be interviewed 
without the presence of an attorney. 



FHilmj 
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Very truly youre, 

A s \ 

FRED HALLFOHD, 
Speoial Agent i 
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Dlrootor, FBI 


Boar Sir i 






Jrdrral Surrau of Inoritigation 


Hnitrd Stairs Btpartmfnt of 9u(tt» 


Bpriagflold, nilaols 
August 11 , IMS 


\ 



lit 


o 


AJJm.IL 8 FBCIAL WLTBHDf 


JOBS L. ISO, stall 

CITIL 1 ISHP 8 AID BOMUTIO FIOOB KB> 


Xoforsnos Is ■*£* to ^ tolophouis oonvor satis* with Xr. ttnffCKD 
of tho Burosu oa August 11 , IMS, si whloh Ua* I iaf orsod his that thoro was 
s rolosoo is tho Si. Louis Foot Blspatoh msdor Soto of isfaot 8, IMS, Is ro* 
pud to tho ordarod isrostigstloB is thlo ssttor* 
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WfW SS^SSt V| 471V| AM IV^OUtt «V _ __ 

• It will ho sotod tbs¥ do rolosoo -srrios s Springfield, nilsolo, 

8 s to liso. 


I 4o not know who ssdo ihl« rolosoo. Bower* r, I roooirod s 
telophcoio inquiry fraa -th^Aoooolstod Proas Is this offloo os tho sight of 
August T, IMS, st whloh tise I wso laforaed thst so inquiry had boos reoelred 
fro* tho Associated Pros* is Sprlsgfield fro* s paper is St. Louis deslrisg 
thst tho Aosooistod Prost horo oootsot this offloo is orA or to dotersiae tho 

nosso rtf i^a fsttVi iBU arrv 4 si vhrt vmrlcsf| tKs lPt*h roots t »s Mss 

Yorkers of Asorlos as s ooerot payroll sf "^vaitod '"so Vorkors of Assriea. 
Tho As tools tod Proas represents tire horo isforsod thst ho mder stood froa 
tho pspor is 8 i. Louis thst s rolosoo is this ssttor hsd boon prepared hy 
tho Attorney Geaeral. 


Bo publicity has spposrod is regard to this lsTestigatlosi is tho 
Springfield psporo. r 

tlsuluails i«snrcati<^ . 


Is I lafornod Mr. M7MPCBD st tho tlwa of 

V ■* ■ — ™ ^ — - 

with kt* on August 11, 1M5, so interviews hare boon sou duo tod is this osoo so 
yot. Tho exhibits tesas tted by tho Bepartosat . ratals s trsnondow* toIsso 
•> f laforastiou whloh asst bo thoroughly reviewed sad sthor filos is this offloo 
*o prosontly bolag rrritvod for backgf c «d dots is this osto. It is as- 
tlsipstod tint the Agoats srgsgod Vi. this os so «a spool si st tho pros out will , , 
bocia -ifttoffitfso with tho al leged splos of tho Chi tod Xiao Worker s hr st loso t 
August 18. IMS, and thst tho iirrostigstiau will soT»~rapiily Tres that point. 
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MINE BDISPUTE 

Payroll Wm Secret, With 
Progressive! Getting 
Cash From Edmund- 
son’* District 12. 


I 


rtB.I. INQUIRY BEIN' 

I MADE ON PAYMENTS 


Agency Looking Into 
Charges That Conspira- 
cy Existed to Violate 
Labor Act. 


By a Staff Correspondent of the 
PosUDispatch. 

SHRING FIELD, HI., Aug. 7. |- 
FouAeen member* of the Progres- 
sive] Mine Worker* of AmeriL 
werej on a secret payroll of toe 
United Mine Worker* of America 
during moat of the time that the 
two union* were disputing control 
B here at Springfield, the 
Post-Dispatch ha# learned from a 
reliable source. 

The 14 Progressives were paid in 
cash out of fund* of UMW fcla- 
trict 12, which embrace* Illyoi*. 

Their names were never CiJried 
on the book* of District if for 
p that they might become 
;own Disclosure would have 
pant immediate reprisal by loyal 
[ogresslves, who have engaged in 
a Jong and bloody warfare with the 
powerful UMW, 


ST. LOUIS POST DISPATCH 
Dated 8-6^43 
St. Louis > Missouri. 


Inquiry byF. B.I i 
These secret payment* are unler 
*«iftulry by the Federal Bureaulof 
Ijveatigatlon which, on fnatruc&n 
of Attorney General Francis iSd- 
affc; VstigaU ng charge* that a 
conspiracy existed to violate the 
National Labor Relatione Act The 
Inquiry la under the direction of 
Frank Coleman of the criminJ di- 
vision of the Department of KTua- 

As ha* been told in the Poat- 
x>i*patch, the Treasury prepared 
1 case involving in come tax 
^larges against CarPfelahoff, les- 
see of Mine B 1 and Ray'idmund- 
son, head of UMff's District 12 
and often referred to a* John L. 
Lewis'* “hatchet man," A Bureau 
of Internal Revenue report vu 
sent to tb e Departm ent of J 
tice for action after it had b^n 
seen by President Roosevelt, 
gave it his endorsement 
Biddle thought far less of Bie 
tax case than Secretary of the 
j Treasury Morgenthau, and put the 
F. B. L to work investigating the 
Wagner Act conspiracy phase. The 
Treasury was naturally not con- 
cerned 

| r rr ^ 

arouna**]oan w of between *200,- 
000 and $300,000 which Fdmund- 
son is reported to have made to 
Elshoff Just before Mine B wu 
closed down for nearly two and a 
half years. That followed a Latfcr . 
Board election in which the Pft>- 
grefisives won an overwhelming 
.majority. When the mine reopenjtd 
at the end of the two and a lllf 
J|)eriod r the Progressive majority 
i had dwindled almost to nothing 
and the UMW won control. 


j| significance of Inq 

J Investigation of the conapi _ 
Charge* has especial significance 
%pw in the light of John I* 

' application to re-enter the Amari- 
j c3 Federation of Labor. The exec- 
utive council of the AFL is meet- 
ing in Chicago tomorrow to pa** 
on the Lewis application following 
a session in Washington a month 
ago with a special committee 
named to consider the question. 

At the time Lewi* walked out, 
the AFL in retaliation gave the 
Progressive* a charter providing 
^ exclusive jurisdiction in thq_coel 
V, Vilning field. Recently Lh*tf 
Xu %hrush ; PMW president, went 
}\5kshington to protest to William 
V Green, AFL president, and other# 
against consideration of the UMW 
< application for reinstatement- 
■ Thrush has said that h* would 
leave the AFL and affiliate with 
1 4jh e Q3o if Lewis were readmitted. 
Latest information here is that 

* the UMW will not fco back into 
: the AFL fold. The executive coun- 
cil will announce terms for read- 

Imission following the meeting in 

* Chicago next week. Lewi*, it i* 
believed now, will find these term* 
Unacceptable and will withdraw hi* 
application before the AFL W*- 
'veWjon thia fall* 
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August 19 , 1943 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

No. 1 



Hina "B" — Violation* of 
Section 51, Title 18. 



\ 


Frank Coleman has reported to no on his trip last week to 
St. Louis, Missouri, and Springfield, Illinois, of which I advised 
you in my memorandum dated August 6, 1943* 




At Springfield, Illinois, on August 11, 12, and 13, Mr. 
Coleman oonferred with United States Attorney Doyle and his 
staff who advised that they would, to the full extent of the 
facilities of that offioe, oooperate enthusiastically with the 
Bureau whenever oalled upon during the course of the investiga' 
ti on. 


Mr. Coleman also oonsulted with Speoial Agent in Charge 


I Hall ford at your Springfield office, and was introduced to mem- 

' '•> *| I / ^/hers of his staff assigned to this investigation. Mutually 
7/ ' %#«' helpful discussions were had. Mr. Coleman advised Mr. Hallford 

fully of all the interviews that he proposed to undertake. Mr* 
Jy* Coleman interviewed the £<?}lowin£ ; i^dji^^fOJ i |y ' C ^ 

s\CS 1. Hfillia^KRyan, former operator ofjdiinp W A", how ! 

y ' retired, who lives at 801 Douglas Avenue, 

COPIES DESTROYED ^ 

1413 JA.\ 11 1962 
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2. Joints ohneider, Board Member ^Progressive Miners 
of America, Springfield, Illinois* Offioe phone- 
2722, home phone-5073* 

3. pullerto^Fulton, C.I*0* Regional Direotor, Chioago, 
Illinois. 

\/ 

4* John Tfi^HindraarBh, C.I.O. Representative, Springfield, 
area. (Can be reaohed through Pulton* s offioe.) 


From these several conferences and interviews, MT. Coleman 
makes the following observations* 

1. it is apparent that the alleged violation is of broader 
scope than was first thought. The following pioture begins to 
emerge. Sometliae in 1936 or early in 1937, Lewis and Edmundson, 
fearing that the Progressive movement would spread beyond the 
confines of Illinois and challenge Lewis* national control, resolve 
to destroy the progressives in Illinois pieoemeal ty buying out one 
mine after smother, using Elehoff as the "front". Mine "B" was 
conquered between 1937 and Maroh, 1941. A month later, Elshoff 
begins negotiations to purchase Mine "A” with |6Q, 000 of TJ.M.W. 
funds. A victory was aohieved in this case in the fall of 1941. 
Soon thereafter, tentative negotiations are begun by Elshoff to 
purchase thaNfanther Creek Mines, also progressive, withf400,000 
of U.M.W. funds, in ray memoranda to you of June 24, and August 
11, you were requested to investigate these three cases fully. 


In his interview with Mr. Coleman, Mr. Ryan indicated that 
Elshoff had told him recently that he (Elshoff) proposed to bi^jr 
another min^, also Progressive, in Bond County. Mr* Ryan stated 
that Chari ea^Malloy (who can be located through United States 
Attorney Doyle) knows the exact name and location of this mine. 

It is requested that the oircumstances of this proposed puroh&se 
be fully investigated. 


These four transactions suggest that Elshoff may have 
approached still other Progressive mine operators with the same 
purpose in mind. It is requested, therefore, that the principal 
progressive mine operators be interviewed to determine whether 
any suoh overtures have been made over the past several years. 

It does not appear from the evidence now available whether 
these cases will constitute, in law, separate conspiracies, or 
whether they can be joined— as would be highly desirable— in one 
indictment as parts of a single continuing conspiracy. It will 
be highly valuable, therefore, to disoover any evidence which 
indicates that within the three year statute of limitation# there 


\ 
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was a purpose on the part of Lewis and Elshoff to use this technique 
not only in an individual case but as a general means whereby the 
Progressive organisation in Illinois would be driven to the wall. 

2. It becomes probable that we oan disoover evidence whioh 
will establish that Lewis had oonnived with Elshoff prior to the 
dosing of Mine "b" on May 12, 1957. 

Mr. Ryan told Mr. Coleman and Mr. Doyle in oonfidenoe that 
sometime prior to the dosing of the mine, he believes in February, 
1937, Edmundson approached him with the proposition that if he 
would dose down Mine "A", the U.M.W. would subsidise him during 
the shut-down. Mr. Ryan said that he flatly rejected the proposition 
with the statement, "I want to be able to go home, put my head on a 
pillow and go to sleep at night”, (it was not dear whether he 
stated this as a matter of oonsoience or through fear of being 
dynamited as a result of inter-union warfare, ) It is believed 
and hoped that Mr. Ryan will release his confidence in this respect 
and voluntarily make this statement to the grand jury* 


Mr. Ryan gave Mr. Coleman the following lead* 



Ihe importance of evidenoe indicating oonnivanoe prior to 
the dosing of Mine "B" oannot be overemphasised. From the stand- 
point of a Jury trying this oase, the reason for the strike of 
May 12, 1937, will be vital. The defense will insist that the 
strike was precipitated by a group of radioal and oriminal 
Progressive leaders, who were later convioted for dynamiting 
in the federal oourt, and that it was sound uni on. policy to 
extend financial aid to the mine operator to prevent him fronim 
going into bankruptcy, a result which, they would say, would 
jeopardise the job opportunities of all the miners and would 
bring disrepute upon unionism generally among the ooal operators 
Bind the general publlo. In this connection, it is noted that all 
the subjects oontend that consideration of the "loans" was not 
broached until some time in June, 1937, after the mine was shut 
down* 


It is obvious the ground will be cut from under this defense 
if pursuit of the two leads whioh Mr. Ryan gives us establishes 
that the subjects conspired prior to the closing of the mine. 


4 


< 


% 


V 




should also be appropriately 
If the meeting can ba establi shed. 


every effort should b© made to pin the witnesses down to the 
specific purposes of the meeting* in order to avoid attempts 
on the part of the defense later to oonooct an innocent explana- 
tion. 


the largest and most influential operators in Illinois* are in- 
volved in this violation# Mr* Ryan suggested that not only did 
Lewis make money payments to Elshoff, but that he also used his 
power with the Peabody interests to obtain favorable concessions 
and rebates to Els Hoff in the sale of brokerage coal while Mine 
"B" was shut down# Mr. Ryan points out that during the first 
few months of the shut-down* Elshoff oarried on his brokerage 
operations with the Panther Creek Mines* organized by the pro- 
gressives* Later, however* when it appeared ' 


Coal Company* Ryan states that his commissi 

CreekT^ were the normal rate* $*15 a ton* but that his commissions 
with Peabody reached the exorbitant figure of $.50 a ton. It 
is requested that this lead be thoroughly investigated* J£r* Ryan 
had in mind several methods which oould be used in following down 
this lead. 


fully with the Bureau during the oourse of this investigation* 
and he was advised that Mr* Hallford*s office would communicate 
with him within a few days. It is believed that Mr. Ryan will 
be of great assistance since he is an experienced operator and 
is familiar with all the personalities and events in connection 
with this case over the past decade* It i s obvious* of course, 
that Mr* Ryan has a bias against subject Lewis and that he has 
a wholesome contempt for subject Elshoff* On the other hand, he 
gave Mr* Coleman and Mr* Doyle the impression of being a man of 
ability and integrity, and that he is motivated in his coopera- 
tion by the principal fundamentals of citizenship and patriotism* 

4 ( f ( J Mr. Ryan stated that Elshoff had boasted lately of writing 

— ^cretar^/rc^po, as government manager and operator of the mines, 
derandingx^hat the Federal Government subsidize his payrolls, 
otherwise threatening to shut off production* Ryan believes that 
Lewis is actually the author of these demands* I called the 
Attorney General f s attention to these allegations, and he has 
asked me to confer with Secretary Icke f s office regarding this 
correspondence which I intend to do in the near future. The 


3. There is a possibility that the peabody Coal interests^ 


would be extended indefinitely* he switched 



Mr* Ryan stated to Mr* Coleman that he would cooperate 
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It is believed that John Schneider, mentioned above, will 
also be of considerable assistance to the Bureau* He was not 
interviewed by Mr# Coleman until after several sources had indi- 
cated that he would not betray the government 1 s confidence* It 
will be recalled that Sohneider was one of the thirty-six defen- 
dants who were oonvicted in the federal court on the dynamiting 
charges* He states, however, that he bears no resentment against 
the government beoause of this, and that he will whole-heartedly 
cooperate in our present investigation* He is familiar with many 
of the relevant events and personalities involved* 

Mr. Fulton and Mr* Hindm&rsh, mentioned above, also indicated 
their willingness to oooper&te fully* Of these two, Mr* Eindm&rah 
is more familiar with events and personalities* These two indivi- 
duals stated that an attorney in Springfield, L* GX^Fefferle, 

P.eisoh Building, was familiar with many of Elshoff f s negotiations 
in his attempts to purche.se Progressive mines, and that he would 
be cooperative* It is suggested, therefore, that Mr* Fefferle be 
appropriately interviewed* 


> The Attorney General and I conferred regarding this case 

on August 17, at which time we renewed our former decision to 
/ contemplate grand jury action in this case not later than Ootober 
J 1* We realise the inruns! ty of the task which we have requested 
you to undertake* We are both deeply grateful to learn from Mr* 
Colenan f s report that your investigative campaign has been under - 





Respectful ly. 


— — m 

Assistant Attorney General* 
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To* SAC, ^prlnfflaltf 

Fran J. Mgtf fcotw - DLnrtof, fidinl 


Subject! JOW L. UWIS, m AL 

crm kuars aid tcjearr tioums 




*f IfiT**tl*ti*n 




ItfirtbM la aid* to Boreas latter dated itfit 30, 1945a 
1 a tha abort entitled tatter. 

y .- 

For jt jt lnfb nation. thar* art tfemnltted temltk photo- 
a tat id ooplee of a Kmorandsa rhr tea Btraoter motived trm tea 
Crf Inal Di video of tbo Deportees!, dated Ascot t 19, 1945* end an- 
titled "Bin* »B» - Tlolatloo* of Section $1« Tltlo 11. • It la noted 
that this moradoi tote forth the aaaoa of tha indlvliaal* labor- 
vloood by Br. Frank Colon of tha CTUdnal Oltlolon ufcile In It. 
Louie, KUiourl, and Springfield^ niinota, in tha raoant peat, fba 
tugetated Inveatl cation att forth in this neeorandua by tha CrlnLnal 
Division should b* folly conducted, and tha Individuals suggested by 
tha Crlaiiial Dtriaiao should bt latervlteotf anloaa a particular j eaeon 
tacit ta thy thin ahosld sot ha dano. I 


Tha Crlnlaal Division haa alto adtlaod that In 1933 injunction 
proceedings vtro Instituted la tha State Court at Springfield, Illlnoie, 
a galoot Letla, thl h r*9oll*d_ln an injunction forbidding Lm« ftrun 
inter ferine *ith rrogressive nn> «ork*r* eetiviiiei in Illiaoia. xao 
Crlalnal Division haa requested that a oopy af that# proceeding* ha 
••cured and fartardad to tha Departed nt. It la da cl rod that at leant 
two oople* of these proceeding* be secured In order that your office 
■ay have a copy of at laaet one of tbeee raoorda. 


It la daalred that thi* natter b* cl van expedition* attention, 
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Tour atfmtlon la 1 itad to tha aaworandun to the Attorney 
dated July 34, 190, copies of uhish us re tear, sad tted to you 
hy Bureau letter dated Augist 2. 190* Fag* 10 of thl* ©woranAm 
aeta forth an area of investigation entitled "TUI - Investigation af 
Explanation (Uvea for Continuation of Fayaant after lL{jf Cpenad la 
SoYsuhar, 1939.” It lo i^ted that oebjeet *tas*a la m.a sV/.' smote 
as at end* -that tha* * pay ment* ear* intended to cover expense* of a 
fire 9. Tha Criminal Divi*i&n ha* ro- 

que* tpi th^t \he olrev^iaaab^ of any fire or oaW-ln ha In veati gated 
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fully. In this aoonaetim, It 1 b (Weired that jot Mb ingnlrl— 
to dtttniju whether CLahoff 41d bin lmurafcoa MIA wanld bm 


Thar* irf alao attached far jour information oopiea of on 
affi-iavit nada by John R. Sam and notarised SnpteAbar U f 1940. 

This affidavit «aa aacurad Arm Filo 13-C-1345 of the latloml labor 
lelatlona Board, ftaaMngton, D. C* 

Tour attention la Invited to Um aatarlal prorloaaly trona 
ad t tad to your offioa Mhiofc iadloataa that abject Jia a a Maintain# 


lnatruct th* taahingtoa Field Offioa to ooadnct a tharoogh InTertlga 
ilon into tha allegation# of aubjact Jaw a In an attempt to aa carta in 
tha truth of hla itory > when and if, in your opinion, auch action 
appears to be logical. 
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1EMCRANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVEST IGAlTON 

Ho. 2 

Rel ^iaine "B" — Violations of 
Section 51, Title 18. 
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Referring to my memorandum to the Attorney General 
dated July 24, 1943, which was transmitted to you, you 
will note, on page 10, an area of investigation entitled, 
"VIII. Investigation of Explanation Given for Continua- 
tion of Payment after Mine opened in November, 1939." 

C y n ' *2 4 ’ 

Subject James 6 oh tencls Inat 7 ^ he se payments were intended 
to cover expenses of a fire and n big oave-in w in the mine* 

You were requested in that memorandum to investigate these 
oiroumstances fuller • ^n^this oonneetion, it is suggested 
that you inquire imy bh e r Elshoff did not have insurance 
which would have compensated i^r some of these alleged 
losses. 



\ 


\ •'If „ 

A <b?c. 


Respectfully^.S.^ ^ 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

August 19, 1943 


MEMGRAliDUlf FOR THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


No. 3 


Re i 


s< 


ine "3" - 


ection 51 


- Violations of 
, Title 18. 




In 1932, injunction proceedings were instituted in the 
state court at Springfield, Illinois^tgainst Lewis, whioh 
resulted in an injunction forbidding Lewis from interfering 
with D.M.TT. activities in Illinois. 


I am not informed as to the extent of the hearings or 
proceedings in this case. I believe, however, that we should 
have copies of these proceedings. It is requested, therefore, 
that you arrange to have at least two oopies obtained, for- 
warding one oopy to this Division as soon as it is available. 


Respectfully, 



JOHN EDGAR -HOOVER 
“director * 
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Time* 3*55 PM 
Dictated* 4*30 PM 
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Mr. Carton 
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Mr. McOulrp 

Mr. Harbo_ 

Mr. Quinn T amm_ 
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Mr . Nun. 

Min Beat 

Mitt, 



CIVIL RIGHTS IMP DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 


It th* above tiwe, Mr. O’Donnell of the Criminal El via Ion 
of the Department personally delivered the attached memorandum date< 
lu^atl7^1943s^ uy office, where he talked with Supervisor^ 
and in absence. The memorandum delivered by Mr. 

was In response to Bureau memorandum dated August 6, 1943 > in the above «n- 
titled master wM^h of diacrwoancles in the exhibits 

which had been forwarded 

to the Bureau. 3 kbC, 

The Bureau memorandum to Ifr. Berge dated August 6, 1943, pointed 
out that installment 4 actually included only Exhibit* 30 to 43, inclusive, 
together with other material that was not marked, whereas the Department had 
advised that the 4th installment included Exhibits 30 to 58, inclusive. The 
Bureau memorandum also stated that Exhibits 11, 12 and 15 were either missing 
or had not been marked as such. Hr. O'Donnell advised he desired to make 
sure that the memorandum which he delivered identified all exhibits which bad 
apparently been missing in the 4th installment. 


checked the exhibits with Hr. C Donnell and it 
was found that Exhibits 44 to 58, inclusive, had actually been transmitted to 
the Bureau, although they were not numbered as such. Hr. O'Donnell advised 
that Exhibit 48 is an Analysis of ths Records of Local #547rtFrogr«ssive Hines 
of America, disclosing the membership of that Local from June, 1939, to 
June, 1941, instead of November, 1939, to June, 1941, as the Department had 
advised. 


Hr. O'Donnell advised that Exhibit 13 consisted only of one 
numbered 8. Re advised this appeared to be a page number but actually 
not and made the exhibit appear incomplete* 


r yy g 

(V *1 ' fry $ ' bf'* 

-hat only the first and Iasi 


It was pointed out to Hr. O'Donnell thAt' only the first and last pages of Bch 
bit 18 had been received from the Department. Hr . O'Donnell stated that be 
had Just secured all pages of this axhlbltvfroa the National Labor Relatione 

ded t0 v ‘th€ 



Board, which would be forwarded 


le Bureau on August 18, 1943* 




-•3 1 rJI 




***11 
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U-SC., 


It 1* noted that all of the exhibits and photostats recalled 
froe the Department have been forwarded to the Springfield Office; how- 
ever Exhibits 44 to 58, inclusive, have not been designated b y nadwr 
to the Springfield Of flee. 


The Bureau nsaorandua to ths Department dated August 6, 1943, 
also advised the Depa rtm e nt that the original at well as a phqtpstatic 
copy of document 2*». 


jrJ Inslaiinent oTthTTSibitel^^Br 0* Donnell advised that the original 
had been erroneously transmitted and was returned to Mr. 0* Donnel l . 

A CTION TAKES i 


The Springfield Office is being advised of the correct maber 
of photostatic copies of exhibits submitted to that office, as indicated 
by Mr. O’Donnell. 


Respectfully, 

jriujL 

F. Li Welch 


JOHN EDGAR Kj64>%HSR 

* * D^fiECTOr 
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MEMORANDUM FOR ME. D* M* 

v 

REi JOHN L* LEWIS, ET AL. 
CIVIL RIGHTS AND 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 
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Atthistime SAC Hallford called from Springfield and talked to Agi 

ay office. He advised that Frank Coleman, the Departmental 
attorney assigned to this case, had arrived in Springfield and that he 
had talked to Coleman and had listened to Coleman's comment regarding 
the case but that he, Hallford, had declined to sit in on any interviews 
with Coleman, in accordance with Bureau instructions. He indicated 
that Coleman was apparently contacting two or three individuals for the 
"purpose of enlisting their cooperation in instant matter. Mr. Hallford 
indicated that he was getting across to Mr. Coleman that the Bureau 
would conduct any interviews with regard to this investigation in tbs 
manner decided upon by the Bureau and Mr. Coleman understands this. 


In addition, Mr. Hallford advised as a matter of interest that John L. 
Lewis had arrived in Springfield but that nothing had been done by 
Lewis nor had anything happened with regard to the case but he thought 
the Bureau would like to know that Lewl6 was in Springfield. 


Mr. Hallford understands the necessity for discretion regarding the 
matter and he is forwarding a letter to t 1 e Bureau outlining generally 
what Frank Coleman incidentally discussed with SAC Hallford regarding 
the background of the case, including information regarding the Treasury J 
investigation which may be of int er ' t he event it is not already pj 
contained in communications from £he Department te the Bureau. 

Mr. Hallford stated that his main pdrpose in calling is that accord jing 
to indications which he received from Frank Coleman the Department 
will probably request that interviews be conducted with most^ if nbt 
all, of the approximately 450 miners and officials involved in the 
case. Mr. Hallford understands, of course, that there is a possibility- 
that not al 1 of these may need to be interviewed however, after 
analyzing the matter to date, he finds that he cuy has four qualified^- 
■^'ICTOR? men in the Springfield office whom he can assign to instant 

investigation in view of its nature. He feels at this time thrft ] 
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he will need at least 12 additional experienced men from outside office# 
in order to h ope to meet t he deadline for completion. With regard to 
the deadline* indicated to SAC H&Uford that the matter 

should be hand^^in^completed on or about September 25* inasmuch as 
the Department plans to present the matter to a grand jury, apparently 
from present indications, in October of this year. 

SAC, Hallford observed that it would undoubtedly be necessary for the 
interviews in these cases to be conducted by two Agents which, of course, 
is true* In addition, the Springfield office has a fraud case at 
Decatur, Illinois, which is apparently the case of SSSgSSSU^- 
Fraud Against the Government and concerns the def ective^mamif aclure 
of shells, and which is tieing up two Agents, according to Mr. Hallford. 
In addition, Mr- Hallf ord says that very recently a number of Agents 
were transferred out of the Springfield office, and a combination of 
all these circumstances prumpts his request for 12 qualified men from 
outside offices* 


l* 


- 


Mr- Hallford also p ointed out, incidental ly, that a lthough he had 


line exnioix, contain ea 


. r 


received exniDit ff-U 

only the first and last pages of the report with which it was concerned 
and the intervening pages are missing. 


Ke also indicated that exhibit #13, nasely contact between the 
- ^P rogressive MtntVlforKera U nion and Car lTllshoff , dated January 18, 
1936, is not complete. ^^^jSH^JJpjndicated that the matter would, 
be checked immediately and would be straightened out. 


In connection with his request, Mr. Hallford also pointed out that 
from the present indications he would estimate that a large percentage 
of the persona to be interviewed would be out aide of the Springfield 
territory, which would necessitate expenditure of time in locating the 
individuals outside of that territory for appropriate interview. 


RECCWiiENDATION: It is recommended that the Bureau consider assigning 

to the Springfield office the 12 men requested by SAC Hallford. The 
request would appear to be reasonable under the circumstances, that is, 
the nature of the case and the necessity for expeditious handling* In 
fact, it may be necessary after the case is initiated to assign 
additional Agents in order to appropriately handle the matter within 
the time a“i "■ oted. Mr. Hallford indicated that the investigation would 
probably be initiated by the middle or the end of next week, that is 
around August 19 or 20. The last exhibits from the Department should 
be in his possession by the 17th or 18, inasmuch as the Department 
indicates it will forward the last group of exhibits at the latest bp 
Monday, August 16, 1943- ^ ^ 

C?Y* L. Welch 
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Springfield, Illinois 
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AIR MUL • SPECIAL DELIVER! 


Director* FBI 


i<l> 


SOt JOBE L. UWIS* RAT HJMDHDSCl, 
SALTER j/-aAlGS, Official* of 
tLwrtJnited Kin* Workers of 


iwlo ^L 

CARL H. T5LSH0FF* Omer of^icin* 

*B", 3gjAtffi o14 r TU I nfi At*- 
civil Riuars sad domestic viouarcs* 


Dear Sir » 


USOEVT 




For the infonaation of the Bureau the following Iw ittjgtlW i is 

in view of the !* 




nested 


l 


0 



looated in Ca 

For the infonaation of the Miami field Division thil case must receive 
the most expeditious attention end a report of the results of this investi- 
gation must he in the hands of the Springfield Field Division within seven 
daye of the receipt of this letter* in view of the extreme urgency and /] 

expeditious nature of this investigation* end if this field division is to 
neat a dead line set by the Bureau* v „s _r“7 iS r / / /* 

, * ¥ g </.i» - 

For the Miami Field Division*! Information, the Departeent has reques} 
a full and complete investigation into the charges that JCHH L. LEWIS, RAT 
EDMUHDSOB* and HALTER J. JAMES, officials of the united Miaa_ Workers of 
Aaerioe* and CARL H. ELSHOFF* owner of Mins "B", a coal min* in Springfield* 
Illinois, conspired during the years of 1957 to 1941. in violation of Section 
61, Title 18* D*S# Code* to injure and oppress aiJHOf'F * s e .loyees in the 
free exerolse of the rights secured to them by the Hatic 
lot* 

Aooording to information furnished by the Department* it is alleged that 
the sum of $225*000 was paid from the years 1. -7 through 1941 by officials 
of the united Min* Workers of America to CARL H. ELSHOFF, operator of Mia* 

»B", with the Inte&t to induoe >;L3H0FF to impose unfair labor practices * 
on his employees, who were at that time members of the rival union* the 
progressive .line Workers of America, If it can be proven that ELSHOFF and 
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the offioials of the united Vine Workers of Aatrioa oouplred to deprive 
members of the Progressive Vine Workers of Anerioa. of their rights ** 
secured by Section 7 of the Rational Lebor Relations Act, there oonld 
undoubtedly be established a violation of Section 61* Title 18* TJ. Se 
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CARL H. ELSHOFF has been president of^mne *B" Coal Company, an Illinois 
corporation* since December 22* 1927 wM tho oosnpar^r was organised* owning 
498 shares of the 500 shares of stook. One share was v-ned by PLORKHCB 
ELSHOFF, than sublet »s wife* who ids also Vice-President of the Company* 

In 1952 SAMUEL R'TTOOURLET acquired one share and became Seoret&ry- Treasurer 
of the Company. f (ii Rovsaber 20, 1957* the Vine "B* C al Company changed 
its name to thyCfilshoff Coal Company and on the same date transferred all 
of its assets and liabilities to the Mine *3" Coal Company* a Delaware 
corporation. CARL KLSHOFP retained 498 shares of the stock of the Delaware 
corporation* FLQREHOE one share* and GOURLET one share. The reason for 
this change Is not known other than for the purpose of bringing matters 
^oncoming, tMsj>oapany .die Mon of t he Feder al courts. 
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Subject CAUL KLSH07F is known to hare traveled # Unsively especially 
to Chioago, St, Louie, Missouri, Kew York City, lew York, 

and Washington, D# C. H* has been a lavish spender at hotels and pri- 
vate clubs. It is felt altogether possible and probable that CARL 
ELSBOFT has had nestings with and has entertained officials of the 
United l&n* Workers of Anerloa during the pertinent period from 1887 

to 1951, especially JOHH L. YIJfflMfiifli m* 1ttLTK 

It is altogether possible nay have aoconpaied 

subject ELSHC5T on sone of these trEpi or^Hyne^vbeen present during 
lavish entertaining of these individuals at Springfield, Illinola, 
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that this letter contains all pertinent information neoessary to you* 

For your information and any assistance It may he In connection with this 
matte r, I am t ransmitting* herewith* a copy of & nemo prepared hy Special 
^ 7 c, Agent which sets out in brief form a chronological resume of the 

prinoipaT incidents of interest in this investigation* 

For your further information the Bureau has Instructed that only *expex*» 
ienced and well qualified Agents* be assigned to this investigation* It 
is further the Bureau's instructions that Oil Interviews in connection 
with this cate be conducted by two Agents* the Bureau has further in^ 
etrueted that signed statement s be obtained even though the information 


( 


Director, FBI - 5 - 8-26-45 

i« negative* Fire oopies of this report should bs fumiahed to the 
Bureau and three copies to this office* Springfield Is the office of 
origin* 

I again wish to impress upon you the importance of this investigation 
and the fact that it Is imperative that this lead be oovered immediately* 
In addition* it is the Bureau*! desire that you give this natter your 
personal attention* 


Very truly yours* 
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SFRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 



BUFFALO, NEff YORK S/9/45 9/8/43_. 

Y o o o 

' JOHN L, LemuS, 3an EDiiOhuSON, aALtcji J. JAmbS, 

Offici&ie of thl^TJnlted l^e WorkerB of America; 


CARL KrTiLSHOFF, Owner o 
Springfield, Illinois 


r ine B , 


CIVIL RIGHTS AND 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 




itkCeiT as HtRB disfcut* 


sJCryoer ... .. 

approximately 2 / 5 / 4 I to z/Z\/a\ 9 during; which time 
FtPlk attorney submitted plan which relieved active 
Hgfiyon jy gf Vj/sfji unions at Kin® and which 
allowed for 2/21/41 election won by t3V3fA* RT0B8 
has no knowledge of incidents indicating interfer- 
ence with rights of PH7TA, nor has he ever seen any 
lists substantiating majority claims of either 
union, although he states that non-specific and 
common knowledge in Springfield and his own non- 
factually based opinion designates ELSHOFF as 
^pro-HlCTA. 




REFERENCE: 
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Letter from Springfield Field Division to Buffalo 
Field Division dated September 6, 1943. 


T>V. A l 1 ^ 1 1 4 v-w wntf r\ V, A- a { n 1 A 

j. a& i yi iun i iuiui uiaviWM n »*» ^ 

personal interview b^weenT^E^to mm and 

Special Ageatf; presence of 

Special Agen tf'- ijj/fr' JLnterview 

occurred in the offices l' a ^o*‘ * 

“Relations Board, Genesee Building, Buffalo, New 
York, RYDER’S statements were based upon 

personal recollections. The e*act facts, he 
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stated, were contained in the N&tiona|JUbor Relation* files maintained 

in Chicago, Illinois. Mr. RYDER conversed willingly without clearance from 
his superiors in Washington. 


MEYER S. RYDER stated that from hearsay he had learned that the 
National Labor Relations Board Field Examiners, LEISERSON and WILLIAMS, had 
investigated instant dispute about the time that the Jpogressive Mine Worker* 
of America had filed a protest with the National Labor Relations Board tl»t 
t he "B" Mine had refused tc bargain with the officials of their organiaation. 
;Sf?bKR stated that he was extremely uncertain as to the time of this inves- 
tigation, but he fixed it at about the end of the long, period during which 
the "B* Mins did not operate. 


Mr. RYDER stated that the next investigation he had .heard about 
was that conducted during late 1940 and early 1941 by JAMES CyRCLARK, a 
Field Examiner working out of the Chicago office of the National Labor 
Relations Board. RYDER advised that he had heard from some source, presently 
unknown, that CLARK had at that time Just finished extensive investigations 
in Kentucky concerning United Mine Workers and Progressive Vine Workers 
disputes and that in these Kentucky investigations CIARK had found the United 
Vine Workers Justified in their claims. RYBESt further advised that because 
of these Kentucky investigations the Progressive Mine Workers were claiming 
bias on the part of CLARK because he would not report that UMN were using 
illegal methods in obtaining membership increases in Mine *B W . RYDER fur- 
ther stated that he did not know if this PMW claim was correct, nor had 
CLARK ever indicated to him his (CLARK’S) personal opinion in the matter. 



Hr. RYDER stated that he accompanied CLARK to the *1* Mi da ares^-- 

wMclr 


fernatjoirt three day* wSffed lately 
Tithat th^lrl* the oflily h" 

eeriy February, 


Year’s Day, 1041, 
ou* "B* Mine emi 


Sea. R' 
dls 

Jrd 

te Mine some time in t 


Lc&ai Labor' Relations 




advised that at* the beginniht'^ll* assign -ent in "B* Mia* 
there had been numerous beatings, small riots, etc., and that hi* 
sent to the mine Wai* not so much as an investigator into the rel at^j ^ 
merits of the d ifferent yactl^s^hut, .rather as a paoif 

Some type of agreeable ‘se^lefcerit without F&lher bloodshed.' v RYtSOI’' state* 
that he interviewed numerous beating victims, ete.j that he believed he 
incorporated the results of these interviews into the Chicago records, but 
that he remembered no definite information was obtained es a result of these 
interviews. Mr. RYDER was pressed as to specific evidence disclosed during 
the interviews with the victims he had mentioned, but steadfastly maintained 
that they yielded nc certain information as to the identity of assailants. 
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instigators of the beatings, or the immediate causes of any of the riots. 
RYDER advised that at about this time it appeared obvious that more men 
were switching from the PICT to the UMW, He said that nothing definite was 
present to form such an opinion, but that he was conscious of the trend, a 
was everyone else concerned. He said that, although there were numerous 
charges of duress by each union, his personal, baseless opinion was that 
United Mine Workers were using every form of intimidation possible 
explained, in illustration of this opinion, that at that time 
BECK was employed as a mine inspector by the "B" Mine Company ^ that 

as an inspector had access to every part of the mine; and that cont 
"grapevine" reports indicated that Hj&CKELHBCK was propagandising for th$ 
UMW at all timeB. RYDER stated that he believed there was a great deal of 
credence in these indirect reports, inasmuch as HECKELB&CK left the mine 
immediately after the election and became a personal aid of JOHK L. LEWIS. 



uous 


RYDER advised that he had received further indirect information 
indicating that^^CHAHHON, United Mine Workers local president, and others 
were terrorising Progressive Mine Workers in attempts to have them sign 
with the CMW organisation. RYDER said that* although he investigated all 
terrorising claims, nothing definite had ever been determined. Ee further 
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with either union concerned, but that he had attempted to obtain the back- 
ground of some sixty new employees when charges were made by the P15T that 
"B" Mine officials were "padding" the mine with employee* favorable to the 
WHA. RYDER stated that the outoorae of this check showed no conclusive 
UUW "padding", and that he had brought this to the attention of CHARLES 
KA1UE, attorney for and leader of the Springfield local, PMWA. EASE, he 
stated, took exception to this survey, claiming that the intimidation prac- 
ticed by the UTW could never be observed by an investigation into a worker f s 


- . . _ V- 


background, Inasmuch its, in self -protection, workers showed ostensible Im- 
partiality, even after deciding tc vote as United Vine Workers of America. 


RYDER advised as it became more obvious to all concerned that 
the UMflT were gaining- the upper hand, CRARLE^®ANE # on behalf of the PMWA., 
suggested an arbitrary policy to RYDER, KAHE’S plan, RYDER explained, 
encompassed three general points, which were as follows. First, that the 
*B ,f Mine officials should have a notice posted at various obvious points 
throughout the mine, which notice should definitely state that n B n Mine 
officials had absolutely no partiality eo far as either Progressive Mine 
Workers or United Mine TTorkers were concerned, and that they were not back- 
ing either of the organizations in any way. Second, that such notice posted 
by Mine officials should contain a statement to the effect that, should 
any further demonstrations of violence be observed, all people concerned la 
the violence would be immediately dismissed from the employment of the Quant- 
ization without reinstatement possibilities. Third, that should the above 
two points be adhered to by the company officials and the UFT, the FMY would. 
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in turn, withdraw their objection to the election which had been requested 
of the National Labor Relatione Board by the BMJT. 

"* 

RYDER stated that this decision on the part of KANE was more impor- 
tant to him as a dispute, pacifier, inasmuch as the NLRB was, at that time, 
in a peculiar position. *hi 6 peculiar position, he advised, had been brought 
about by the fact that, although on the basis of a past election the NLRB 
had designated the PV?TA as the sole bargaining agent at "B" Mine, recent 
olaims by the UMW had stated that this organisation now had a substantial 
majority of the workers concerned. RYDER stated that he had never seen any 
documentary evidence of this majority, nor, to his knowledge, had any other 
official of the NLRB received a list of names for review at this time. RYDfflt 
stated that, nevertheless, the NLRB had been looking for some convenient 
method to settle the dispute and allow for an election, inasmuch as it seemed 
obvious that an election was the only method whereby further, state-wide 
bloodshed might be prevented. RYDER continued by saying that as a result 
cf the arbitrary plan submitted by KANE, an election was held, inasmuch as 
the third point in his plan withdrew the Pl-fW objections to this election; 
and that, as a result of the election, the UMWA were designated as the sole 
bargaining agent at "B" Mine. 

At this point, RYDER was pressed as to the reason for KANE’S 
arbitrary suggestion, inasmuch as KANE could have claimed that a previous 
NLRB decision had appointed the PMWA as the sole bargaining agent, and 
also inasmuch as at the time it wa6 obvious to everyone concerned that an 
election would result in a UMW victory. RYDER stated that he was unable to 
explain this decision on the part of KANE, inasmuch as the "B" Mine was per- 
haps the "key” mine in Illinois. RYDER, however, stated that the workers 
concerned were tired of the long and bloody dispute; that school children of 
the different factions were experiencing great difficulties in working to- 
gether in schools; and that, in general, the trend on the part of the PM7T was 
a desire to go to work peacefully regardless of to whom they owe their 
allegiance. RYDER explained that KANE was conscious of this spirit on the 
part of the workers and that he was further conscious of the fact that, while 
the Progressive Mine Workers were entering increased financial difficulties, 
the United Line 'Yorkers appeared tc be growing financially stronger, and that, 
as the PITY were unable to pay sick and death benefits, etc., their power in 
the state was rapidly vanishing. RYDER stated that he believed KANE had sug- 
gested his arbitrary plan in an effort to salvage some portion of the prestige 
of the PM7T. 

During the above interview MEYUR S, RYDER indicated a number of 
personal opinions, although it was determined throughout the conversation 
that these opinions were based upon no definite facts or documents and that 
their utility in court would be negligible. RYDER advised that, in his 
opinion, the "B" Mine Company, as represented by its cwner, CARL H. ELSHOFF, 
was pro-UMff. ho stated that this was a natural tendency on the part of the 
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owner, since the experience in the state had indicated that the UMW oontract 
was much better than a FUW contract, inasmuch as a greater volume of business 
was possible, more valuable contacts were made, and mere permanent plana •' 
could be formulated in consideration of the nation-wide character of the 
union. RYDER fvrther stated that to him a specific evidence of the pro-WBT 
attitude was the fact that the owner of the "B" Mine had never consented to 
a closed shop when dealing with FMW, but had immediately consented to a 
closed shop when the UMW held control following the last election* 
said that, in consideration of the belligerent faction nature of the neigh- 
borhood around Mine, an open shop was, in effect, a strong agent for the 
OTW, for it allowed their strong militant and highly organised minority to 
propagandise more than the less organised majority of FMW. further 

claimed that, from his observation of the general attitude in the Kine 
district, he felt that duress and every other method of obtaining IM votes 
was used, although he had not been able to obtain specific evidence during 
his investigation. 

RYDER stated that he had no knowledge of any finanelal arrangements 
between "B" Mine, ELSHQFF, and the Dlflf, nor had he ever heard of the transfer 
of any funds among them. He stated that the only money he had ever heard 
involved in the dispute was at the time of the death of fc Progressive Hina 
Worker, when a representation of United Mine Workers appeared at the wake 
and gave a $ 200 check to the widow. This type of perfectly legal propaganda, 
RYDER advised, was extremely powerful, inasmuch as at the time the PHJT were 
unable to pay any of their death benefits. 
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MEMORANDUM 

Re t JOHN D* LEWIS, 1st AT. 


• 2 - 


9-9-43 


8 erred with process in ccnjinctian with an injunction proceedings filed 
earlier that mo rnin g fey the Wage and Sots* Division- The injunction was 
filed mder Civil Docket #191 on November 6, 1941* The case was heard 
and the court dismissed the injunction complaint on July 1, 1942* 

Mr. BARBER pointed out that he was never able to ascertain 
to his satisfaction where the complaint was received from which caused 
the Wage and Hour Division to Initiate an investigation} further, that 
the company had never received any such complaint from any of the 
company « e miners. He pointed out that in hand-loading mines in this 
area and all areas, the same procedure and same method of pay is 
followed; that due to the nature of hand-loading, coal miners cannot 
be paid by any other method as it would be impossible and impractical 
to make any other arrangement. He stated that he made an exhaustive 
search to attempt to find information as to where the Wage and Hour 
Division had ever filed any other similar injunction proceedings, but 
without success. 

Mr. BARBER advised that he felt that in view of the whole 
situation, and especially in view of the fact that CARL H. EISHOJF, 
and the uifif probably through him, knew the financial status of the 
panther Creek Mines and the fact that they were burdened with approxi- 
mately $400,000.00 Indebtedness, caused this complaint to be made to 
the Wage and Hour Division immediately after negotiations with ELSHOFF 
failed at the price which ELSHOFF was willing to pay, in an attempt 
to force Panther Creek Mines to sell. 

The above infonnation is submitted in order that the Bureau 
and the Department may have the benefit of the same and determine 
whether or not they desire to have the Wage and Hour Division, united 
States Department of Labor, contacted for the purpose of determining 
whether or not the conjplaint in connection with this matter originated 
with the UW and hence may be a part of the conspiracy between CARL H. 
EL3H0PF and UJJF in instant case. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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I request that the ciroumstanoes surrounding this event 
be thoroughly investigated* 

This investigation nill be pertinent to Point Two, I, B 
of the "Outline of the Trial Brief* referred to in my memoran- 
dum to you dated August 26, 1945, numbered 1. 


Respectfully, 



Springfield, Illinois 
September 9, 1943 


\ir\lT£> AVTT17 Til . 
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Jam L. LEWIS, ET AL. 

CIVIL HIOHfS AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE. 


Ib connection with an interview had with Mr. CIATTCN J<^BAREHt, 
attorney for the*panther Creek Mines, 10th Floor, First National Bank 
Building, Springfield, Illinois, by the undersigned on September 7, 1943* 
the results of said interview being reported elsewhere, the undersigned 
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Mr. BARBER abated that shortly after negotiations for Panther 
Creek Mines by CARL KtTSLSHQFF failed, a Mr. HERM&NjpRANT of the Wage 
and Hour Division, United States Department of labor, 222 West North 
Bank Drive, Chicago, Illinois, cams to his office and asked if he would 
enter a Consent Decree to an injunction again si^Panther Creek Mines, Inc. 
Mr. GRANT stated that a review of the records of panther Creek Mines 
revealed that on each pay period all employees of the mine were not re- 
ceiving the Mnima amount per hour, as required wider the Wage and 
Hour Statutes and rules and regulations. Mr. BARBER refused to enter 
a Consent Decree and advised that it would be, due to the nature of mining 
business, an impossibility for the mine to have watchmen for every miner 
in the mine to see that he actually worked the required number of hours# 
also that on some days a miner will shoot down large amounts of coal 
and his pay for that period would be light. At the beginning of the 
next pay period he might spend several days loading this coal, during 
which time his pay period would be much above average. Mr. BARBER 
pointed out that the compary was attempting to comply with all these 
rules and regulations. 


After Mr. GRANT *s call, Mr. BARBER said he addressed a letter 
to the Wage and Hour Division in Chicago and sent a copy of this letter 
to the Labor Department in Washington, D. c. He received an mswer 
from Chicago, wherein that office denied that he had ever been asked to 
enter a Consent Decree in connection with the in j notion. Later he 
received advice that Mr* HERMAN GRANT was to be in the post office build- 
ing in Springfield at a given time. Mr. BARBER went to the post office 
to meet Mr. GRANT. Mr* GRANT was not there bub instead Mr. BARBER warn 
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JOHN L. IEWIS, BM[ EDMONDSON, WALTER J. JAMES, 
Officiate of thw*united Mine Workers of AaericA: 
CARL HV^ISHOFF, Owner oVfene »B", Spring- 
field, Illinois <_ — " 


CHAKAOBtOPCka 


CIVIL RIGHTS AND 
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 


SYNOPSIS OF FACTS: 


References 


GARNET I^PATTERSON, general counsel for 
United Rubber Workers, Akron, Ohio, re- 
viewed the facts in the Mine ”B” contro- 
versy and advised that EDMUNDSON and EISHOFF 
had appeared at his offica to discuss Bat- 
ters of a general nature. No indication of 
conspiracy against the Progressive Mine 
Workers as evidenced by their line of ques- 
tioning. 

- RUC - 

Letter from the Springfield Field Division 
dated Septeabar 6, 1943* 

Teletype from the Springfield Field Divi- 
sion dated September 8, 1943. 


Details: 


At 




n. Ohio 


GARNETfi. P^TJERSON, who resides at Navarra, 
Ohio, and iSrJffesently engaged as general j. 
cdunsel'-'ipr the. United Rubber Workers, with 
offices locate <f on the fifth floor of the 
United Building, Akron, Ohio, stated that 
he remembered the "B" Mine controversy that 
occurred pCior to his appointment as Regional 
Director for the National Labor Relations 
Board at Chicago and which continued during 
his term as Regional Director from Febru- 
ary of 1939 to January of 1941. He added 
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that since that time, however, situations of importance have arisen that 
dimmed the mine affair in his memory. PATTERSON summarised the *B" Mine in- 
cident that existed prior to his appointment as Regional Director and recalled 
some of the events that took place while he was in Chicago. 

In answer to the question as to why dues are checked off the payroll, 
which matter is mentioned on page six of the Springfield office memorandum for 
the file dated August 23, 1943, PATTERSON advised that there is a provision 
whereby the company checks off and deducts monthly dues from union members 
and forwards the dues collected to the Union Headquarters. 

He further stated that in August of 1940 an agreement was entered 
into by EISHOFF, the United Nine Workers, and the Progressive Mine Workers, 
whereby EISHOFF would bargain with th^pr ogres si ve Mine Workers as the mine 
representative, and that interference with employees attempting to Join or 
form a union of their own should be stopped. These agreements were entered 
by the National Labor Relations Board in the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals. late in the year of 1939, the *B" Mine was reopened on an open 
shop basis. 

In July of 1?40, the Progressive ^ine Workers filed a new charge 
against the Nine "B” company, alleging that the Mine •B" operators were en- 
couraging membership in the United Mine Workers Organization. At about this 
time the United Mine Workers petitioned the National Labor Relations Board for 
an investigation to determine if their organization should not be the bargain- 
ing agent in the mine. He explained that the 3oard had not acted on the United 
Mine Workers 1 Petition at that time because the Board was still investigat- 
ing the charges made by the Progressive Mine Workers against the Mine "B" 
company, wherein it was alleged that the Mine w B n company had been engaging 
in unfair labor practices. 

In January of 1941 the Board issued a notice that the question of 
representing would come up at a hearing at Springfield. He stated that a 
number of signatures for the United Mine Workers ana the Progressive Mine 
Workers in relation to the company’s payroll, represented a sizeable dis- 
crepancy and had later developed that some of the employees had signed both 
petitions with a view in mind of being with a group that emerged victorious 
at the election. 

The Progressive Mine Workers filed a petition with the National 
Labor Relations Board, requesting that the United Mine Workers* petition 
for identification be dismissed on the grounds that the United Mineworkers 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

August 27, 1943 




EEHORJUIDUl! FOP: THE DIRECTOR, 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF 'INVESTIGATION 

No. 1 

Re;/&ino "E" — Violations of 
Section 51, Title 18. 


In ray memorandum of August 11, 1943, I listed on page 4 
the names of twelve men believed to have been expelled from the 
^progressive Mine Workers of America prior to May 12, 1937. 

We have statements that none of these men appealed from 
the order expelling them, and that in one case a man voted^for 
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I do not believe that I hk've heretjfToFe r^gulsTed yo 
specifically to investigate fully the oirounstsinpea surround! 
the trial of these men by the progressive Union' serial Com- 
mittee, It is possible that Lewis and Edmundsoii- oOntoaplabed 
the expulsion of these men from the Progressive Union as a 
method of precipitating a strike, it bein£ agreed that Elshoff 
wuld refuse to fire them as he was probably required to do 
under his contract. If this is the c or refrt' theory, these men 
would probably have been instructed not to put up any serious 
J 'h , resistance to their expulsion and even to cooperate to t v “ + ' 

^Jj^OMES BBSIROTTO b 7 
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bad resorted to unfair methods in bringing about a majority. Ibis Motion 
was filed after the hearing of the National labor Halations Board at Wash- 
ington had started action. The investigator working out of the National 
Labor Halations Board, Chicago office, that investigated the controversy, 
was called into Washington to testify before the Board there* 

Mr. PITTEHSON further stated that BIS HOFF had been in his office 
as well as EDMUNDS ON, and that perhaps the two had been in the office at 
some time. Most of the meetings were attended by representatives of tbe 
United Mine Workers, the Progressive Mine Workers, and officials of the 
”B” Mine at the request of the National Labor Relations Board. 

He advised that nothing ever developed in tbSse meetings to indicate 
that there was collusion between EISHOFF and EDMUNDSON, nor anything to in- 
dicate that the United Mine Workers and the *3" Mine operators were conspir- 
ing against the Progressive Mine Workers. Neither of these men have asked 
for information or opinions that could in ary way be interpreted to mean that 
they were soliciting this information with a view in mind that they were anti- 
cipating engaging in some questionable activity that would permit them to 
keep within the law. 

He further stated that the attorneys for EUfUNIBQN and EISHOFF ap- 
peared to be fine young men, clean cut, and very business like* EDKUNDSON 
and EISHOFF also impressed him as being respectable, conscientious, and hard 
working. He advised that on one of his visits to Springfield, a kr^fANE, 
attorney for the Progressive Mine Workers, contacted him and advised that the 
United Mine Workers had paid EISHOFF a siseable sum of money to influence 
his decision in favor of the United Mine Workers. This matter was investi- 
gated by one of the field men with negative results* 

The interviewing agent questioned Mr. PATTERSON as to a possible 
explanation why EISHOFF awarded the United Mine Workers a Closed Shop Con- 
tract in 1941 eight days after the National Labor Relations Board certified 
the United Mine Workers as the collective bargaining agent, whereas the 
Progressive Mine Workers had been negotiating since the sunaoer of 1937 for 
the same type of contract. Mr. PATTERSON explained that it was his opinion 
that EISHOFF was a member of the State Coal Operators Organisation and in all 
likelihood their contracts with the union are for a closed shop agreement* 
and that EISHOFF felt that he could not get by without offering the closed 
contract to the United Mine Workers* 

In addition to this he stated that perhaps EISHOFF was rather dis- 
gusted with all the bickering that had taken place between the unions, and 
that throughout this period, the mine had not operated as profitably as it 
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should have and that this final action perhaps would naan that the trouble 
would be terminated. Mr. PATTERSON appeared to be very cooperative and ex- 
pressed a willingness to help in any manner whatsoever. The discussion with 
Mr. PATTERSON was not reduced to a signed statement in view of the fact that 
it did not appear to be probative information* 
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T 01 

SAC, Springfield 
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j. rm ver — Srector, Federal 
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JCMB L. Lexis ET AL 
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Thar# a re transmitted herewith phctoatatic copies of fie# 
■eaoranda dated August 27, 190* fro* tbs Criadnal Di rial on of tbo 
Department, Gap tinned 1, 2, 3. 4 ud ) t respectively, *Uos B - 
, Vi o 1st ion# of Seetioct 51, Title IB," 
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Exhibits 36. 54 »nd __ 

"dll nets thst Memorandum #4 dated Angus! 
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December 15, 1937, end February 21, 1941, did not aho* ho* so employee 
actually c*a t his rot# . With rasped to FXhibit 54 , tbs Department 
indicates that ths application for i*&&herihlp cards were not submitted 
to ths Rational Labor Relations Toard but merely exhibited to ths 
field aouwiQsr for his information in waking a decision as to whether 
an elsotlon to determine a bargaining representative for the Wine 
esqplojees should be held. t 

Copiss of the at - to as*cr«nda are forwarded for your informa- 
tion and poeaible assistance in conducting the investigation In the 
above entitled caas. You will note that these seisoranda contain 
certain iovaitlgativ# suggestions as sst forth by the Criminal Divi- 
sion. These investigative suggestions should be fully developed 
wu -«s a sped ilc j ts saking it inadvisable to do 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

August 23, 1943 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIHECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

No. 3 

Ret> foilne "B " — Viol ft ti one of 
Section 51, Title 18. 


It is important to establish the subjects' attitudes 
regarding the length of the period over which payments would 
have to be made pursuant to their agreement. It is believed 
that in June, 1937, they were hopeful that these payments 
would have to be made only for a short time. 










This possible inconsistency is bei^g called to your 
attention for whatever value it ma^taWTor investigative piur- . 
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YfENDELL HSR®, 
Assistant Attorney General. 
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w u*ARTM ENT OF JUSTICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

August 2 3 . 1943 


MSMOR ANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUHEAU jf‘ '"rSVBSTICrAI'igM 

“ NO. i ~ 

R«i Uin» "B" — Violations or 
fixation 51 . Title 18 . 
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The .isnifleanoe of th. audit r.port is not 
Tt is re .nested that you make Inquiry to determine liiath r 
audit »e specifically ordered by subject Leals, whether it »». 
report mZ in the regular ooure. of busine... and, if noj, -hy 
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The suspicion is that Lewis, learning that certain^ 

Records for ^his period 

a 

of ^the^r aoor ds # should* be aooo^lie^d in a mor. subtle fashion. A 

BECOME® - t r- -7 
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Assistant Attorney 
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In ny memorandum to you of July 24, 1945, you i«r« 
requested to Interview Mr. B&jork. 

G. Life^bterson, formerly Regional Director, 

N.L.R.B. 13th Region. He ie now General 

Counsel, United Rubber Worker# in Akron, Ohio. 

I am reliably informed that Mr. Patterson will oooperate 
to the fullest extent with your Bureau, and it is understood 
that he has significant information. Because he was Regional 
Direotor in Chioago during the Mine "B" oontroversy, he should 
be of considerable assistance to your Bureau. 

It is requested that each of these officials and former 
officials be interviewed to determine whether or not they have 
information regarding the Issues of this case beyond that which 
is reflected in the files of the National Labor Relations Board. 
Many of these individuals conferred at length with Blshoff and 
Edmundson, and for that reason, they rasiy be valuable witnesses 
as to inoriminati ng statements and admissions made by these 
subjects. 


Respeotfully, 



Assistant Attorney. General. 
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 
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August 27, 1943 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


No. 2 


Re » ."B" — Violations of 
S e otion 51, Title 18. 


'N 


In connection with the history of the controversy be- 
tween the Progressives and U.M.7?’. of 1932 until 1937, it 
will be helpful to have a comprehensive picture of the mines 
■which -were, at one tine or another, controlled by these 
opposing forces. 

It is believed that some of the Progressive officials 
will be able to furnish a map graphically portraying the 
shifting tides of fortune during this struggle. 

This information will be of assistance in determining 
the relationship to the over-all state controversy of the 
U.M.Y. 7 . campaign to break the progressive locals at Mine "B n , 
e ”A", theHf&nther Creek Mines, and the other mines of 
ehTllshoff was to be used to get oontrol. 



Respectfully, 




Assistant Attorney General. 
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WASHINGTON, D. C. 

August 27, 1943 


LEliaRANDW' TOE THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF IEWSTTGA~flQR 

No. 3 

Rej^filne "E" — Violations of 
Seotion 51, Title 18. 
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The following indivi duals were officials of 
Labor Relat ions Board who actively participated in the Mine W B" 
controversy between 1937 and 1941. Some of them are now with 
the Board and others have gone into other employment, I checked 
with the National Labor Relations Board but could not obtain the 
exact addresses of these individuals in every oase. 

James Ci^lark, formerly N.L.R.B. Field Examiner 
working out of Chicago, Illinois. I am informed 
he is now in Indianapolis, Indiana. 

0» S^S^th, formerly N.L.R.B. Field Examiner, 

Chicago, Illinois. He is now Director of the 
Field Division in Washington, D. 

I. jfif'Dorfman, formerly Acting Regional Director, 
N.L.R.B., 13th Region. He Is new in Washington 
with the Office of Strategic Services. 



Marti i^SAgne r, formerly N.L.R.B. Field Examiner 
in the 13th Region. He is now N.L.R.B. Regional 
Director in San Francisco. 

Meyer S^Ryder, formerly N.L.IUvg. Field Exaj^iner, 
Chicago. H® is now Region^: m rector, at Buffalo, 


New York. 






4.L1 tf l— 

Leonard (T^Bajork, f ormerl^' Acting Hegionaf Director, 
N.L.R.B. 13th Region. He is now probably (Jn .Chicago^ > 
|-^^f.linois, as private labor consultant. ' *' 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


August 27, 194V 
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lEHCIL'JTDUll POP. THE DIRECTOR 
FEDERAL BDPjJvU OF INSTIGATION 

Ho. 4 

Re ; V Hi na "B " — Violations of 
^SectioD 51. Title 18. 
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have 



our memorandum of August 25, 1543, referring to 
Exhibits Ho. 36, Ho. 58, and Ho. 54. 


In respect to the inquiry relating to Exhibit Ho. 36, 

I am reliably informed by officials of the national Labor 
Relations Board that in Board elections, the ballot does 
not disclose the name of the voter -who cast it. Apparen y, 
there is no way to determine from the Board’s records how 
any employee actually oast his vote. 

This information is equally applicable to the inquiry 
relating to Exhibit No* 58* 

In respect to the inquiry relating to Exhibit Ho. 54, 

I am inforned that the Membership cards referred to did 
not actually con* into the possession of the Board officials 
but were simuly exhibited to the Field Examiner who made 
calculations therefrom, and the cards were returned to the 
possession of the unions. Apparency, if these cards are 
available at all in their original form, ttiey are to be 
found in the unions’ files. 

With respect to the last paragraph of your memorandum, 

I believe that all petitions addressed to the Board have 
been forwarded to the Bureau. 

SEodkdbd 





2Eoot? ded \i ^ a 

Respectfully, j I_ T_JL^ ~ 

M/ ,n 

/WENDELL BEJkGE, 

Assistant Attorney General. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
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August 27, 1943 


► 


KEI30RANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 
BTSEEHAL BUHEAUISF* INVESTIGATION 



y There is reason to believe that O'Leary was used by 

Lewis as a means of ohecking to see that the payments actually 
reached Elshoff and were not misappropriated en route. 




Any information which you may disoover regarding 
the identification and location of the missing $16,000 
will be extremely valuable* At an appropriate time, 
O’Leary should be interviewed* 


Respectfully, 



YENuELL BERGE, 
Assistant Attorney General* 
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JOHN 


EDGAR HOOVER 
DIRECTOR 
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JFr&rral Surrau of Inuesttijation 
llnitrb §tatre Urpartmrnt of 3ustirc 
fflaBhington, U. ©. 

August 30, 1943 
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Tolaon 

E. A. I»mm^ 

Clejf 

Glavin 

Ladd 


Niebols_ 

Rom 

Tracy 

Carooo 

Cof (ay 

Hoodon 

Kramar_ 
UcGuira. 
Harbo 


CIVIL RIGHTS AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 




Quinn Ta 
Tala. Room. 
Ur. Naaae_ 
Uiia Bnahm. 
Uiit Gandy, 



At the above time Mr. Frank Coleman of the Department called with 

respect to the situation which was reported in my memorandum of Sa turday, 
August 28, 1943 » that is. 





Mr. Colema n advised W office that he personally . fcook the matt er 
up again with Mr. Carusi in the Attorney Gen e rali office an d as a re sult "* 
he haTTeacned ajr agreem enE^^ O^ Jpi _the^i>&r tmgn^wh^^ 

arrangements will be made, according to Mr. 






Respectfully, 





r — victory! 
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if 

-i0 SLP i « mi 



JOHN EDGAR HOOV 

DIRECTOR 
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Nichols 
Rosta, , 
Tracy 


Re: 


John L. Lewis et al 
Civil Rights 4 Domestic 
Violence 


P C ^ _ 1 L . 
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Ctrtoa 

Cof f ty 
Mr. Hendon 
Mr. Kramer 
Mr. McGuire 
Mr. Harbo_ 
Mr. Quinn 1 
Tele. Room 

Mr. Nease 

.Mitt Beehm 


mt. rranK uo -Leman, uxvij. mgnus aecuion m wie uepajrxjnent. . 
called regarding this case. Mr* Coleman stated that he was con- 1,1 * a J 

cemed about the following possible conflict of investigative ac- • — • 

tivity which has presented itself* 





Coleman stated that for his part 1 % 
desired to present the evidence regarding the violation by Elshoff to the 
same grand jury which would be called to hear the evidence developed by the 
Bureau in instant investigation regarding not only Elshoff f a activities but 
also those of John L. Lewi® and others. 



EECOEDED <£ INDEXED 


Mr. Coleman requested advice fros? 


as to the Bureau's viewpoint in the matter. It wps, pointed UM® that 
verv definitelv the Bureau does not want any other* investigates waking 


V 

a r\ 

^ A 

r> A 

o would stssnuously object to any such procedure 

'fn -A 



who toofc the call. 




very definitely the Bureau does not want any othep’ investigates wAVlng in- 
quiries regarding the same situation in ary investigation, s ince it is high- 
ly undesirable from the standpoint of both organisations andl ~~ 
particularly stressed the fact that in an investigation as delicate 
present one it was felt that there would be no question but that the Bureau 

It was pointed out to Mr. 

^ Coleman that necessarily in connection with investigation in this matter an 
^yt?TORYi accounting investigation would have to be made in accordance with th. . 

Department's request into the circumstances surrounding the payment of 
the $225>OO0 to Carl Elshoff by the United Mine Workers and that after 
the Bureau had completed its invest! nation ar ■’ the evidence developed 



had been /reviewed in the Department 
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